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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 

09/032,305 



Applicant(s) 

HENNHOFER ET AL 



Art Unit 

1765 



Examiner 

Robert M Kunemund 

The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cov er sheet with the corresponcence address 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. ^ „„,»,„ „■»,. 

7 tensions oHime may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be fmely fi.ed 

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of lh f k " m ™7^ 0 " r fin . , he slatutorv min i mU m of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

I) 13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 04 February 2002 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)H This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for Torrnal I rnatters Prosecutor , as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 21 3. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 6.7 and 9-20 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 6 7 and 9-20 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

I I) Q The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)Q approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a>n All b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 



3 □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 



Attachment(s) 



1,Q Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary , (PTO-4iyaper Nojs)^ 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449) Paper No(s) . 6) U Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office n^u. enrmum Part of Paper No. 26 

PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01) Office Action Summary ™ h 



Pase 2 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
ection 02 of L title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the pnor art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the : mventjon was made to t per on 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentabmty shall not be negated by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was 
commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to 
the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor 
and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was 
made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103© and potential 35 
U.S.C. 102(f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 6, 7, and 9 to 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fabray et al in view of Hayashida et al and Lampert et al. 

The Fabray et al reference teaches a method of polishing and oxidizing a silicon wafer. A 
silicon wafer is first polished by standard polishing techniques. The wafer is removed from the 
polishing holder prior to oxidization. Then a different aqueous solution is applied to the wafer. 
The solution contains and oxidization agent and alkali compound, note col. 1. The sole difference 
between the instant claims and the prior art is the specific compounds and the timing of the 
process steps. However, the Hayasiha et al reference teaches the claimed alkali compounds used 
on silicon substrates, the compounds can be organic and inorganic. The Lampert et al reference 



Application/Control Number: 09/032,305 
Art Unit: 1765 



teaches that the steps of the process to be done as soon as possible. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the Fabray et al reference by the teachings of the 
Hayasiha et al and Lampert et al references to use specific compounds in order to prevent the 
introduction of impurities onto the cleaned substrate and to remove from the polishing holder 
upon completion of polishing in order to prevent impurities as taught by the Fabray et al 
reference. 



Res ponse to A pplicants ' Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 6, 7 and 9 to 16 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Robert Kunemund whose telephone number is (703) 308-1091. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:00 to 3:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Ben Utech, can be reached on (703) 308-3836. The fax phone number for this Group is (703) 
305-6357. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be 
directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0661 
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ROBERT KUNEMUNi 
PRIMARY eXAMINEI 



